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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
SHOHAM (U.S. Patent 6,285,989) in view of Active and Real-time Functionalities for 
Electronic Brokerage Design" by M. BECK et al. 

As to claim 1 , SHOHAM teaches a computer implemented communications 
exchange using one or more computer systems for facilitating communication among a 
plurality of supply chain participants in an electronic marketplace to facilitate one or 
more marketplace transactions (market entities performing trading primitives) (col. 6, 
lines 60 - col. 7, lines 3), comprising; a communication interface (interface) operable to 
send and receive messages (requests) among the plurality of supply chain participants 
in the electronic marketplace to facilitate one or more marketplace transactions (col. 12, 
lines 38-54); an event container (transaction monitor) connected to the communication 
interface (interface) and operable to receive messages (requests) from the 
communication interface as events (market events), one or more of the messages and 
their corresponding events each being associated with one or more marketplace 
transactions (col. 12, lines 38-54); a condition container (database) connected to the 
event container (transaction moniter; via the services), the condition container 
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comprising a plurality of condition instances (rules / constraints / preconditions) each 
specifying one or more rules for determining whether to initiate an action defined by an 
action instance (service) associated with the condition instance (wherein the service 
considers the rules / constraints / preconditions in determining whether an action is 
performed), a particular condition instance specifying whether to initiate the action 
defined in the associated action instance to facilitate one or more marketplace 
transactions in the electronic marketplace (col. 12, lines 38-54; col. 13, lines 33-54; fig. 
5; col. 8, lines 50 - col. 9, lines 1; col. 9, lines 13-19); and an action container (DLL 
modules) connected to the condition container (database) and containing a plurality of 
action instances (services), each action instance associated with one or more of the 
condition instances (rules and constraints / preconditions) and defining an action 
(service) operable to, when initiated, facilitate one or more marketplace transactions in 
the electronic marketplace (col. 13, lines 6-23); when one or more events (market 
events) received by the event container from the communication interface (interface) 
are determined to match a particular condition instance (rule / constraint), the action, 
defined in the action instance associated with the particular condition instance (service 
to be performed due to the rule / constraint / preconditions), is initiated by the 
communications exchange to facilitate the one or more marketplace transactions 
associated with the one or more events (events) determined to match the particular 
condition instance (rules / constraint / preconditions) (col. 13, lines 24-54; col. 9, lines 
14-19). However, SHOHAM does not teach that the rules include predicates for 
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determining whether they match and the rule requires the presence of a plurality of 
specified events. 

BECK teaches a brokerage system (pg. 1 , "Electronic brokerages facilitate on- 
line buying and selling of goods and services.") wherein the rules are event-condition- 
action rules (pg. 1 , Abstract, "User preferences can be conveniently captured as Event- 
Condition-Action rules.") such that the conditions have predicates and if an event 
matches the predicate of the condition the action is invoked (pg. 2, E-Brokerage Design, 
"Each rule consists of three parts: Event, Condition, and Action (ECA). When the 
specified event occurs, and if the condition (which is a predicate or database query) is 
true, then the specified action (s) is (are) executed in a timely manger."). BECK also 
teaches wherein at least one of the condition instances (conditions / rules) specifies at 
least one rule requiring the presence of a specified plurality of specified events (via a 
complex event) in the event container (stored events) for initiating a specified one of the 
actions (actions) wherein each specified events is stored until the first condition initiates 
the event and wherein each event is defined to expire within a respective selected time 
period if unused, (via efficient algorithms to detect events and timing violations by 
maintaining a history of event instances and attributes in high memory to detect events 
at the earliest such that the log must include only relevant history for brevity) (pg. 2, E- 
Brokerage Design, "Compilation methods described in the real-time literature are used 
to detect complex events at the earliest"; pg. 3, Rules, Events, and Conditions, 
"Complex events may be formed by applying operators such as conjunction, disjunction 
or sequence to other events.; pg. 4, Event Monitoring, "Complex events are compiled to 
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determine the associated simple events; pg. 5, Java Event Monitor, "Events may be 
detected directly, or complex events may be detected by the event monitor, and 
notification of events of interest are pushed to the subscribers."; pg. 4, Event Monitoring, 
"The Event Monitor also... The log must include only relevant history for brevity."). It 
would be obvious to one skilled in the art that since the log must include only relevant 
history for brevity (pg. 4), that the events are defined to expire within a respective 
selected time period if unused, i.e. the events are defined as old if they are not in a 
relevant history of the log, and are removed. Therefore, it would be obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of SHOHAM with 
the teachings of BECK in order to facilitate the use of complex events in e-brokerages 
(P9- 1-2). 

As to claim 2, SHOHAM teaches defining a market that considers time when 
determining whether to initiate a trading primitive (col. 6, lines 52-67; col. 8, lines 50-58; 
col. 8, line 64 - col. 9, line 1). It is obvious to one skilled in the art that since the 
transaction monitor receives the event and determines what services to invoke based 
on the event under certain conditions and that the conditions are based on an absolute 
time-line that there must be a timer operable to generate events related to time to 
process the steps by the required time. 

As to claim 3, SHOHAM teaches the steps of interpret the condition instances at 
runtime (via the services using the rules and constraints to determine the manner in 
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which a particular request/event is to be handled for a specific market); and change the 
condition instances in response to user input while the exchange is operating without 
disrupting processing of events (col. 13, lines 45-54; col. 15, lines 21-24). 

As to claim 4, SHOHAM teaches wherein at least one of the plurality of action 
instances (services) is operable to generate a new event (event) when the action 
defined by the action instance is initiated, the new event being sent to the event 
container (transaction monitor) (col. 13, lines 24-32). 

As to claim 13, SHOHAM teaches the messages sent and received by the 
communications interface (interface) comprise one or more of: a request for a quote; a 
quote; shipping information; product availability information; delivery information; and a 
firm order (col. 12, lines 38-54). 

As to claim 14, SHOHAM teaches the electronic marketplace comprises one or 
more of: customers; resellers; suppliers; manufacturers; and logistics providers (col. 7, 
lines 1-3). 

As to claim 15, SHOHAM teaches the steps of: receiving definitions of condition 
instances from supply chain participants of the exchange (VIA defining the market) (col. 
7, lines 15 - col. 8, line 45); and associate the definitions of condition instances with the 
condition container (rules and constraints database) such that the supply chain 
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participants of the exchange may delegate certain decisions to the exchange (via the 
actions using the conditions to handle a particular request/event with a service based on 
the rules and constraints) (col. 13, lines 33-48). 

As to claim 1 6, SHOHAM teaches one or more of the messages are initiated by a 
supply chain participant (col. 7, lines 1-3). 

As to claim 17, SHOHAM teaches one or more of the messages (events / 
requests) are initiated by a particular action contained in the action container (services) 
(col. 13, lines 24-32). 

As to claim 18, SHOHAM teaches in response to input from a user, the 
communications exchange is operable to dynamically modify (via primitives) a specified 
condition in the condition container (market rules) (col. 7, lines 15 - col. 8, line 45) 
independent of events in the event container and actions in the action container; and in 
response to input from the user the communications exchange is operable to 
dynamically modify (via primitives) a specified action (via modifying the market) in the 
action container (services) independent of events in the event container and conditions 
in the condition container (VIA the transaction monitor being insulated from the details 
of the specific market and by maintaining the rules and constraints in a database along 
with partitioning of services into general and market specific allows greater flexibility in 
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creating a new market and in modifying an existing market) (col. 13, lines 6-54; col. 12, 
lines 54-65). 

As to claims 5-8 and 19-23, reference is made to a system that corresponds to 
the exchange of claims 1-4 and 13-18 and is therefore met by the rejection of claims 1-4 
and 13-18 above. 

As to claims 9-12 and 24-29, reference is made to a method that corresponds to 
the system of claims 1-4 and 13-18 and is therefore met by the rejection of claims 1-4 
and 13-18 above. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 9/6/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that the combination of Shoham and Beck are silent with 
respect to defining each event to expire within a respective time period if unused. The 
examiner disagrees. BECK teaches using efficient algorithms to detect events and 
timing violations by maintaining a history of event instances and attributes in high 
memory to detect events at the earliest such that the log must include only relevant 
history for brevity, (pg. 4). Therefore, BECK alludes to defining a when events are to 
expire if unused such that the event is removed from the log if it is not part of a relevant 
history for brevity. Therefore, Beck does teach the cited limitation and therefore the 
claims are rejected as such. 
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Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lewis A. Bullock, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3759. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng An can be reached on (571 ) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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